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1 . Claims 1 -28 are pending. 

2. Claims 1 ,8,18,21 and 26 have been amended. The Final Action is appropriate. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over 
Melet et al [Melet 6,615,238 B1] in view of Nevarez et al [Nevarez 6,189,103 B1]. 

4. As per claim 1 , Melet discloses a method of automatically checking for an 
incorrect e-mail address in an outgoing e-mail communication, comprising the steps of: 

(b) checking if a domain name of the e-mail address associated with the intend 
recipient of the out going e-mail communication is included in the list of domain names 
in the memory [Melet, if the destination address is an e-mail address, the e-mail 
address is checked for an invalid domain name, col 1 1 lines 57-67]; and 

(c) generating a prompt for a user to confirm an e-mail address associated with 
the intend recipient of the out going e-mail communication if the domain name is not 
included in the list provided in the e-mail [Melet, If the e-mail address is determined to 
be invalid, then the remote interrogation processing system will transmit back to the 
Applet a CurrentPage value of 3, indicating that the second revolution should be 
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displayed again to the user, modified to include a message instructing the user to enter 
a new destination, col 1 1 lines 57-col 12 lines 5]. 

Melet also discloses a second database stores information associated with the 
sponsor computers 540 [Melet, col 6 lines 13-26, Fig 5]. However Melet does not detail 

(a) storing a list of domain names in a memory; 

It was well-known in the Internet art that a web server connected to a DNS 
(Domain Name server) and Web server programs or servlets could provide services 
such as seding email, translating IP address into Domain names [see Nevarez 
reference, col 1 lines 27-38]; or DNS translates the name into IP address by looking up 
the domain name in a database [see Glenn reference, col 1 lines 22-30]; or storing 
domain name in a database [Woundy reference, col 6 lines 25-35] 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the a list of domain names in a memory 
or domain name database or a DNS connected to Web server as taught by Nevarez 
into Melet's apparatus in order to utilize the second database. Doing so would provide a 
dynamic and simple process to verify the Domain name on Internet. 

5. Claims 21 ,26 contain the similar limitations set forth of apparatus claim 1 . 
Therefore, claims 21 ,26 are rejected for the similar rationale set forth in claim 1 . 

6. As per claim 2, Melet-Nevarez disclose extracting a domain name from each e- 
mail address provided in the outgoing e-mail communication, wherein the e-mail 
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communication is transmitted after checking each extracted domain name in the list of 
domain names, and confirming each e-mail address for which the extracted domain 
name is not included in the list of domain names [Melet, checked for an invalid domain 
name, col 11 lines 57-col 12 lines 5]. 

7. As per claim 3, Melet-Nevarez disclose the domain names, in the list of domain 
names stored in the memory are extracted from senders' e-mail addresses from 
incoming e-mail communications [Melet, select categories, col 7 lines 4-17]. 

8. As per claim 4, Melet-Nevarez disclose receiving a corrected e-mail address from 
the user in response to the prompt; and repeating the steps of checking a corrected 
domain name and generating a prompt if the corrected domain name is not included in 
the list of domain names, until the user either confirms that the domain name provided 
in the e-mail address is correct or provides a domain name that is in the list of domain 
names [Melet, interactive dialog box with optional menu, col 8 lines 30-50]. 

9. As per claim 5, Melet-Nevarez disclose the outgoing e-mail communication is 
intercepted in an e-mail server to check the domain name in the e-mail address prior to 
transmission [Melet, checked for an invalid domain name, col 1 1 lines 57-65]. 



Application/Control Number: 09/725,717 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2142 

1 0. As per claim 6, Melet-Nevarez disclose the prompt is an e-mail message from 
the e-mail server to the user [Melet, system send a prompt to the selected sponsor, col 
13 lines 59-67]. 

11. As per claim 7, Melet-Nevarez disclose the prompt is a network message to the 
user [Melet, system send a prompt to the selected sponseor, col 13 lines 59-67]. 

12. As per claim 22, Melet-Nevarez disclose the e-mail addresses in the list of e-mail 
addresses stored in the memory are senders' e-mail addresses extracted from incoming 
e-mail communications [Melet, email, col 8 lines 30-40;col 1 1 lines 37-49; col 12 lines 
37-50]. 

1 3. As per claim 23, Melet-Nevarez disclose storing tally information (i.e.: frequency 
tally tracks how often a user received email from a certain address) in the memory to 
tally the frequency by which the e-mail addresses are extracted from incoming e-mail 
communications [Melet, email, col 8 lines 30-40; col 11 lines 37-49; col 12 lines 37-50]. 

14. As per claim 24, Melet-Nevarez disclose deleting e-mail addresses from the 
memory that are not frequently extracted from incoming e-mail communications 
according to respective tally information as inherent feature of email database.. 
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15. As per claim 25, Melet-Nevarez disclose the memory is in an e-mail address 
directory in a client computer system as a design choice [Melet, email address 
sopecified by the user, col 1 3 lines 3-8]. 

16. As per claim 27, Melet-Nevarez disclose the memory is included in an e-mail 
address directory [Melet, email address specified by the sponsor, col 13 lines 9-21]. 

1 7. As per claim 28, Melet-Nevarez disclose the e-mail address directory additionally 
stores user-specified e-mail addresses [Melet, the specified email address and tracking 
processing in database, col 13 lines 39-47]. 

1 8. As per claim 8, Melet-Nevarez disclose a method of automatically checking for 
misspelled e-mail addresses in out going e-mail communications prior to transmission 
by an e-mail communications server 

extracting domain names in senders' e-mail address from e-mail communications 
incoming to the email communications server [Nevarez, translating IP address into 
Domain names, col 1 lines 27-38]; 

storing extracted domain names in a domain name database [Melet, a second 
database, col 6 lines 13-26, Fig 5]; 

receiving outgoing email communications from a client computer connected to 
the email communication server through a local network [Melet, destination address of 
email, col 11 lines 57-67]; 
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searching the domain name database for domain names spelled similarly to the 
domain name in email address associated with the intend recipient of the out going e- 
mail communication provided in the outgoing email communications [Melet, indicating a 
second revolution should be displayed again to user modified, col 1 1 lines 57-67]; and 

generating an error prompt upon detecting that a domain name in an email 
address provided in an outgoing email communication is misspelled [Melet, a message 
instructing the user to enter a new destination or select a corrected domain name, col 
1 1 lines 57-67]. 

1 9. Claim 1 8 contains the similar limitations set forth of apparatus claim 8. Therefore, 
claims 18 is rejected for the similar rationale set forth in claim 8. 

20. As per claim 9, Melet-Nevarez disclose searching for similarly spelled domain 
names is performed by checking each alpha numeric character comprised in the 
extracted domain name with the alpha-numeric characters comprised in the domain 
names in the database, and detecting when there is at least one but no more than a 
maximum number of discrepancies between a domain name in the domain name 
database and the extracted domain name as inherent feature of database with search 
engine [Melet, search engine, col 2 line 58-col 3 line 3; database, col 6 lines 13-27]. 

21 . As per claim 10, Melet-Nevarez disclose searching for similarly spelled domain 
names is performed by removing an alpha numeric character from the extracted domain 
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name and searching the domain name database for a domain name consisting of at, 
least each of the remaining alpha numeric characters in the extracted domain name 
[Melet, search engine, col 2 line 58-col 3 line 3; database, col 6 lines 13-27]. 

22. As per claim 1 1 , Melet-Nevarez disclose searching for similarly spelled domain 
names is performed by comparing the extracted domain name with reference domain 
names stored in the domain name database according to predetermined spelling 
grammar algorithms [Melet, search engine, col 2 line 58-col 3 line 3; database, col 6 
lines 13-27]. 

23. As per claim 12, Melet-Nevarez disclose the error prompt is an e-mail message 
from the e-mail server to the client computer transmitting the e-mail communication 
[Melet, system send a prompt to the selected sponsor, col 13 lines 59-67]. 

24. As per claim 13, Melet-Nevarez disclose the error prompt is a network message 
from the e-mail server to the client computer transmitting the e-mail communication 
[Melet, system send a prompt to the selected sponsor, col 13 lines 59-67]. 

25. As per claim 14, Melet-Nevarez disclose determining whether extracted domain 
names are already stored in the domain name database, whereby only a single copy of 
an extracted domain name is stored in the domain name database [Melet, a second 
database, col 6 lines 13-26, Fig 5]. 



Application/Control Number: 09/725,717 
Art Unit: 2142 



Page 9 



26. As per claim 15, Melet-Nevarez disclose storing tally information in the domain 
name database to tally the frequency in which domain names in the domain name 
database are extracted from incoming e-mail communications [Melet, a second 
database, col 6 lines 13-26, Fig 5]. 

27. As per claim 16, Melet-Nevarez disclose deleting domain names from the domain 
name database that are not frequently extracted from incoming e-mail communications 
according to respective tally information [Melet, a second database, col 6 lines 13-26, 
Fig 5]. 

28. As per claim 17, Melet-Nevarez disclose the tally information for each domain 
name in the domain name database includes the calendar date in which the domain 
name was most recently extracted [Melet, a second database, col 6 lines 13-26, Fig 5]. 

29. As per claim 19, Melet-Nevarez disclose (d) an internal network communications 
interface for receiving outgoing e mail communications to be transmitted from client 
computers and sending incoming e-mail communications to client computers, wherein 
the e-mail checker generates an error prompt when detecting a misspelled domain 
name, which is transmitted from the internal network (i.e.:LAN) communications 
interface to the client computer requesting transmission of the corresponding outgoing 
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e-mail communication [Melet, a message instructing the user to enter a new destination 
or select a corrected domain name, col 1 1 lines 57-67]. 

30. As per claim 20, Melet-Nevarez disclose (e) an external network communications 
interface for receiving incoming e-mail communications from an external network and 
sending outgoing e-mail communications transmitted from client computer connected to 
the internal network, wherein outgoing e-mail communications are transmitted from the 
external network communications interface to the external network (i.e.: Internet) after 
the checker confirms e-mail address spelling in the outgoing e-mail communications 
[Melet, a message instructing the user to enter a new destination or select a corrected 
domain name, col 1 1 lines 57-67]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

31 . Claims 1-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Bliss 
et al [Bliss 6,654,789 B1] in view of Glenn et al [Glenn 5,907,677]. 

32. As per claim 1 , Bliss discloses a method of automatically checking for an 
incorrect e-mail address in an outgoing e-mail communication, comprising the steps of: 
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(b) checking if a domain name of the e-mail address associated with the intend 
recipient of the out going e-mail communication is included in the list of domain names 
in the memory [Bliss, if the preferred address is not known by the system, a heuristic 
table is consulted. This table contains a list of unrecognized queries and the likely 
corrections. The table is generated by creating a list of common misspellings to 
commonly used domain names or changes to commonly used domain names. For 
example, if it is determined that a common misspelling of the domain name 
freshaddress.com is freshadress.com, then the table will refer to freshaddress.com for 
all appearances of freshadress.com. Similarly, if the provider of freshaddress.com 
changes all e-mail addresses to freshaddressinc.com, then the table would match those 
two addresses. If an entry is found in the table, the visitor is notified of his possible 
error and the suggested correction. The system may then prompt the visitor to perform 
a corrected query; col 5 lines 24-39]; and 

(c) generating a prompt (i.e.: notify) for a user to confirm an e-mail address 
associated with the intend recipient of the out going e-mail communication if the domain 
name is not included in the list provided in the e-mail [Bliss, the visitor is notified of his 
possible error and the suggested correction. The system may then prompt the visitor to 
perform a corrected query; col 5 lines 24-39]. 

Bliss also discloses a database stores information [Bliss, database, col 5 lines 
40-54]. However Bliss does not detail 

(a) storing a list of domain names in a memory; 
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It was well-known in the Internet art that a web server connected to a DNS 
(Domain Name server) translates the name into IP address by looking up the domain 
name in a database [Glenn reference, col 1 lines 22-30]; or storing domain name in a 
database [Woundy reference, col 6 lines 25-35] 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the a list of domain names in a memory 
or domain name database or a DNS connected to Web server as taught by Glenn into 
Bliss's apparatus in order to utilize the second database. Doing so would provide a 
dynamic and simple process to verify the Domain name on Internet. 

33. Claims 21 ,26 contain the similar limitations set forth of apparatus claim 1 . 
Therefore, claims 21 ,26 are rejected for the similar rationale set forth in claim 1 . 

34. As per claim 2, Bliss-Glenn disclose extracting a domain name from each e-mail 
address provided in the outgoing e-mail communication, wherein the e-mail 
communication is transmitted after checking each extracted domain name in the list of 
domain names, and confirming each e-mail address for which the extracted domain 
name is not included in the list of domain names as inherent feature of search database 
[Bliss, search database 45, Fig 1][see Stanbach Jr. reference]. 
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35. As per claim 3, Bliss-Glenn disclose the domain names, in the list of domain 
names stored in the memory are extracted from senders' e-mail addresses from 
incoming e-mail communications [Glenn DNS, col 1 lines 22-30]. 

36. As per claim 4, Bliss-Glenn disclose receiving a corrected e-mail address from 
the user in response to the prompt; and repeating the steps of checking a corrected 
domain name and generating a prompt if the corrected domain name is not included in 
the list of domain names, until the user either confirms that the domain name provided 
in the e-mail address is correct or provides a domain name that is in the list of domain 
names [Bliss, a list of misspelling domain name, notified, prompt, col 5 lines 24-39]. 

37. As per claim 5, Bliss-Glenn disclose the outgoing e-mail communication is 
intercepted in an e-mail server to check the domain name in the e-mail address prior to 
transmission [Bliss, a list of misspelling domain name, notified, prompt, col 5 lines 24- 
39]. 

38. As per claim 6, Bliss-Glenn disclose the prompt is an e-mail message from the e- 
mail server to the user [Bliss, a list of misspelling domain name, notified, prompt, col 5 
lines 24-39]. 

39. As per claim 7, Bliss-Glenn disclose the prompt is a network message to the user 
[Bliss, a list of misspelling domain name, notified, prompt, col 5 lines 24-39]. 
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40. As per claim 22, Bliss-Glenn disclose the e-mail addresses in the list of e-mail 
addresses stored in the memory are senders' e-mail addresses extracted from incoming 
e-mail communications [Bliss, a list of misspelling domain name, notified, prompt, col 5 
lines 24-39]. 

41 . As per claim 23, Bliss-Glenn disclose storing tally information (i.e.: frequency tally 
tracks how often a user received email from a certain address) in the memory to tally 
the frequency by which the e-mail addresses are extracted from incoming e-mail 
communications [Bliss, a list of misspelling domain name, notified, prompt, col 5 lines 
24-39]. 

42. As per claim 24, Bliss-Glenn disclose deleting e-mail addresses from the memory 
that are not frequently extracted from incoming e-mail communications according to 
respective tally information as inherent feature of a list of address [Bliss, other list of 
address, col 6 lines 22-30]. 

43. As per claim 25, Bliss-Glenn disclose the memory is in an e-mail address 
directory in a client computer system [Bliss, other list of address, col 6 lines 22-30], 

44. As per claim 27, Bliss-Glenn disclose the memory is included in an e-mail 
address directory [Bliss, other list of address, col 6 lines 22-30]. 
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45. As per claim 28, Bliss-Glenn disclose the e-mail address directory additionally 
stores user-specified e-mail addresses [Bliss, other list of address, col 6 lines 22-30]. 

46. As per claim 8, Bliss-Glenn disclose a method of automatically checking for 
misspelled e-mail addresses in out going e-mail communications prior to transmission 
by an e-mail communications server 

extracting domain names in senders' e-mail address from e-mail communications 
incoming to the email communications server; 

storing extracted domain names in a domain name database; 

receiving outgoing email communications from a client computer connected to 
the email communication server through a local network; 

searching the domain name database for domain names spelled similarly to the 
domain name in email address associated with the intend recipient of the out going e- 
mail communication provided in the outgoing email communications [Melet, indicating a 
second revolution should be displayed again to user modified, col 1 1 lines 57-67]; and 

generating an error prompt upon detecting that a domain name in an email 
address provided in an outgoing email communication is misspelled. 

47. Claim 18 contains the similar limitations set forth of apparatus claim 8. Therefore, 
claims 18 is rejected for the similar rationale set forth in claim 8. 
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48. As per claim 9, Bliss-Glenn disclose searching for similarly spelled domain 
names is performed by checking each alpha numeric character comprised in the 
extracted domain name with the alpha-numeric characters comprised in the domain 
names in the database, and detecting when there is at least one but no more than a 
maximum number of discrepancies between a domain name in the domain name 
database and the extracted domain name [Bliss, a list of misspelling domain name, 
notified, prompt, col 5 lines 24-39]. 

49. As per claim 10, Bliss-Glenn disclose searching for similarly spelled domain 
names is performed by removing an alpha numeric character from the extracted domain 
name and searching the domain name database for a domain name consisting of at, 
least each of the remaining alpha numeric characters in the extracted domain name 
[Bliss, a list of misspelling domain name, notified, prompt, col 5 lines 24-39]. 

50. As per claim 1 1 , Bliss-Glenn disclose searching for similarly spelled domain 
names is performed by comparing the extracted domain name with reference domain 
names stored in the domain name database according to predetermined spelling 
grammar algorithms [Bliss, a list of misspelling domain name, notified, prompt, col 5 
lines 24-39]. 
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51 . As per claim 12, Bliss-Glenn disclose the error prompt is an e-mail message from 
the e-mail server to the client computer transmitting the e-mail communication [Bliss, a 
list of misspelling domain name, notified, prompt, col 5 lines 24-39]. 

52. As per claim 13, Bliss-Glenn disclose the error prompt is a network message 
from the e-mail server to the client computer transmitting the e-mail communication 
[Bliss, a list of misspelling domain name, notified, prompt, col 5 lines 24-39]. 

53. As per claim 14, Bliss-Glenn disclose determining whether extracted domain 
names are already stored in the domain name database, whereby only a single copy of 
an extracted domain name is stored in the domain name database. 

54. As per claim 15, Bliss-Glenn disclose storing tally information in the domain 
name database to tally the frequency in which domain names in the domain name 
database are extracted from incoming e-mail communications [Bliss, a list of misspelling 
domain name, notified, prompt, col 5 lines 24-39]. 

55. As per claim 16, Bliss-Glenn disclose deleting domain names from the domain 
name database that are not frequently extracted from incoming e-mail communications 
according to respective tally information [Bliss, confirm, review, updat email address 
and database, col 7 lines 37-60]. 
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56. As per claim 17, Bliss-Glenn disclose the tally information for each domain name 
in the domain name database includes the calendar date in which the domain name 
was most recently extracted [Bliss, searching process and compare, col 8 lines 55-61]. 

57. As per claim 19, Bliss-Glenn disclose (d) an internal network communications 
interface for receiving outgoing e mail communications to be transmitted from client 
computers and sending incoming e-mail communications to client computers, wherein 
the e-mail checker generates an error prompt when detecting a misspelled domain 
name, which is transmitted from the internal network (i.e.:LAN) communications 
interface to the client computer requesting transmission of the corresponding outgoing 
e-mail communication [Bliss, confirm, review, updat email address and database, col 7 
lines 37-60]. 

58. As per claim 20, Bliss-Glenn disclose (e) an external network communications 
interface for receiving incoming e-mail communications from an external network and 
sending outgoing e-mail communications transmitted from client computer connected to 
the internal network, wherein outgoing e-mail communications are transmitted from the 
external network communications interface to the external network (i.e.: Internet) after 
the checker confirms e-mail address spelling in the outgoing e-mail communications 
[Bliss, confirm, review, updat email address and database, col 7 lines 37-60]. 
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59. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to examiner Thong Vu, whose telephone number is (703)- 
305-4643. 

The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:00AM- 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jack Harvey, can be reached at (703) 305-9705. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-9700. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: Commissioner of Patent and 
Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231 or faxed to : 
After Final (703) 746-7238 
Official: (703) 746-7239 
Non-Official (703)746-7240 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park 11,2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington. VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Thong Vu 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2142 



